
Applicants rcspcctfull\ lra\crse the restriction requirement u ith respect to inventions to 
Groups II and III. Restriction is proper onl\ if the inventions are distinct. The restriction 
requirement states that the inventions are distinct because the product can be made by a 
materiall> ditterent process. The Examiner states that "instead ot^ applying a slurry to the 
ceramic body, a separate thin film . . . can be formed on a release layer and laminated onto the 
ceramic body.'' 

Applicants respectfully submit that the altematne method gi\en by the Examiner in the 
restriction requirement would not necessarily lead to the same structure produced by the method 
of Group !!, ckiim.s 7-!4. Fnr examnir the cMaimcci method recites the step of ''impregnating the 
sluiry into the pores of the ceramic body'' (claim 9). Applicants respectfully submit that the 
alternative method would not necessarily impregnate the sluiry into the pores of the ceramic 
body. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the restriction requirement be withdrawn, 
and Groups II and III examined together. 
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CONCl.LSION 



On ihc basis of the above, early and laN oiablc consideration is cameslly solicited. The 
Hxaminer is in\ ited to telephone the undersigned if that would be helpful to resolving any issue 



Harni:.ss. Dic'Ki:v & Pii;Rcti, P.L.C. 
P.O. Bo.x 828 

Bloomfield Hills. Michigan 48303 
(248)641-1600 

MAF:hd 



Respcctfull_\ submitted. 





Mark A. Frentrup 
Rcii. No. 41.026 
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